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1. Summary This paper examines the aspectual restrictions on reduced relative clauses (RRCs) in 
Standard English. Unlike full relative clauses (FRCs), which exhibit all aspectual inflections, akin to 
main clauses, RRCs only permit passive and progressive morphology. To explain this I follow 
Harwood’s (2014a) claim that the clause-internal phase in English extends as far as progressive aspect, 
thus incorporating passive and progressive morphology, but excluding perfect and infinitival 
morphology, which are consigned to the CP phase. I claim that RRCs in English are comprised solely of 
the clause-internal phase, thus explaining why RRCs only exhibit progressive and passive morphology. 
2. Puzzle A relative clause is an embedded clause introduced by a relative pronoun which modifies its 
NP antecedent (cf. (1)). In English FRCs, all tense and aspectual inflections are attested (cf. (2)). The 
entire auxiliary paradigm of English is also attested (cf. (3)).  In an RRC, the relative pronoun and finite 
auxiliary have been omitted, leaving only the lexical verb and its internal arguments (cf. (1)). RRCs 
behave differently with respect to the aspectual inflections: only progressive and passive inflections are 
permitted (cf. (4)), and the only auxiliary attested in RRCs is being (cf. (5)).  
3. Previous analysis The standard analysis of RRCs is WHIZ deletion (Chomsky 1957; Smith 1961; 
Ross 1967): the relative pronoun and finite be are deleted, leaving only progressive and passive 
morphology. The question is then why finite have or modals cannot also be deleted under WHIZ 
deletion, thus allowing for perfect or infinitival morphology in RRCs? Iatridou et al. (2001) claim have 
cannot be elided under WHIZ deletion because it contributes to the semantic meaning of perfect aspect 
and cannot be recovered if deleted, while be is semantically vacuous and thus easily deleted. However, 
Haegeman (1997) shows that finite have can be deleted in null subject environments in colloquial 
English, contrary to Iatridou et al.’s (2001) claim (cf. (6)). I thus reject WHIZ deletion and offer an 
alternative. 
4. Preliminaries I first demonstrate that RRCs genuinely contain progressive and passive morphology, 
and not nominal/gerundive and adjectival inflections. RRCs contain genuine passives since they allow 
for by-phrases and the passive auxiliary being (cf. (7)). To illustrate that RRCs contain genuine 
progressive morphology I turn to idioms. Some English idioms are dependent on progressive aspect; 
without the progressive, the idiomatic interpretation is lost (cf. (8)). When such idioms occur in 
gerunds, the idiomatic interpretation is also lost, demonstrating the idiom’s genuine dependence on 
progressive aspect and not just the –ing morpheme (cf. (9). But when it occurs in an RRC, the idiom 
holds, proving the genuine presence of progressive aspect within RRCs (cf. (9)). 
5. Analysis To explain the aspectual restrictions on RRCs I claim RRCs are comprised only of the 
clause-internal phase. Assuming a standard aspectual hierarchy (Tenny 1987; Cinque 1999), Harwood 
(2014a) claims this phase is larger than standardly believed, extending to progressive aspect (cf. (10)).  
This is supported by the fact that VP ellipsis, VP fronting, and idioms, which have been argued to 
privilege the clause-internal phase (Holmberg 2001, Gengel 2007, Chomsky 2005, Svenonius 2005), 
target the progressive layer (assuming being surfaces in the progressive layer, see Harwood 2014b), as 
(11) illustrates for ellipsis and fronting, and (8) again for idioms. The associate of existential 
constructions, which surfaces on the edge of the clause-internal phase (Chomsky 2001), similarly 
occupies the edge of the progressive layer (cf. (11)). 

Given that RRCs appear to privilege the same unit of structure as VP ellipsis, fronting, idioms and 
associates of existential constructions, it seems reasonable to claim that RRCs are comprised solely of 
the clause-internal phase. This explains the presence of progressive and passive inflections within these 
constructions, and the absence of perfect aspect and modality. FRCs, I claim, are comprised of both the 
clause-internal and the CP phase, explaining why no aspectual restrictions occur in these constructions. 
 Time permitting, I explore the aspectual restrictions on RRCs cross-linguistically. Unlike English, 
Bulgarian, for instance, permits perfect aspect in its RRCs. I claim, using similar diagnostics to those 
applied in English, that the size of the clause-internal phase varies cross-linguistically, following the 
dynamic phase approach (Bobaljik & Wurmbrand 2005; Wurmbrand 2013; Boskovic 2014), and that 
Bulgarian includes perfect aspect in it. If the RRC in Bulgarian is also comprised solely of the clause-
internal phase, this would explain why perfect aspect is permitted in Bulgarian, but not in English. 



(1) a.  The badger who is eating mash potato...      [FRC] 
b.  The badger eating mash potato...        [RRC] 

(2) a.  The Womble who stole my shoes...        [Tense] 
b.  The Womble who will steel my underpants...     [Modality] 
c.  The Womble who has stolen my socks...       [Perfect] 
d.  The Womble who is stealing my bike...       [Progressive] 
e.  The Womble who was arrested by the police yesterday...  [Passive] 

(3) a.  The Womble who might have stolen my car...     [have] 
b.  The Womble who will be defending himself in court...   [be] 
c.  The Womble who has been pleading his innocence...   [been] 
d.  The Womble who is being sentenced to death...    [being] 

(4) a. * The Womble stole my shoes...           [Tense] 
b. * The Womble steel my underpants...        [Modality] 
c. * The Womble stolen my bike...          [Perfect] 
d.  The Womble stealing my car...         [Progressive] 
e.  The Womble arrested by the police yesterday...    [Passive] 

(5) a. * The Womble have been making prank phone calls...   [have] 
b. * The Womble be defending himself in court...     [be] 
c. * The Womble been pleading his innocence...      [been] 
d.  The Womble being sentenced to death...       [being] 

(6) a.  [I/we have] Gone drinking. 
b.  [Have you] Ever been on a plane before? 

(7) The Womble being arrested by the police... 

(8) a. I am shitting bricks. = I am nervous. b. I have shat bricks ≠ I am nervous. 

(9) a. # Shitting bricks is something that one should never be ashamed of. 
b.  The man shitting bricks over there is none other than Jon Bon Jovi. 

(10) C > T > Modal > PerfAsp > [Phase ProgAsp > Voice > v > V] 

(11) a. Wallace was being hassled by the police, and Gromit was (*being), too. 
b. If Wallace says Gromit was being hassled by the police, then *(being) hassled by the police 

he was (*being). 
c. There was (*being) a dog *(being) hassled by the police. 
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